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Docket No.: 341148004US3 



REMARKS 

In the above referenced Office Action, the Examiner divided the claims into the 
following groups: 

Group I, Claims 82, 83, 95, 103, 104, 112, 113, 116, 117, 129, 132, 135, and 138 
drawn to a method of setting up radiation treatment for a patient situated on a patient 

support; 

Group II, Claims 144-150 drawn to an apparatus for preparing a patient for radiation 
treatment in a radiation device. 

in addition, the Examiner requested an election of species from the following 

groups: 

1 Species A shown in Figure 1 ; and 

2 Species B shown in Figure 15. 

In response, the applicants elect Group II, Species A, without traverse. Based on 
the Applicants' review of the application Group II, Species A includes claims 144-150. 
Non-elected claims 82-143 have been cancelled without prejudice to pursuing these claims 
in a continuation, divisional, continuation-in-part or other application. 
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Upon allowance of the generic claims, applicant(s) request considerations of claims 
to additional species which are written in dependent form or which otherwise include all the 
limitations of the allowed generic claims. 



Dated: ^ ■ "2^ . o~\ 
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